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Responses to Comments from Menke, John W. 
MEN-1: Please refer to Master Response “General Comment.” 

MEN-2: Please refer to the response to comment for MEN-4.  

MEN-3: Chapter 7, “Biological Resources – Fisheries” of the Draft EIS discusses potential 
changes to aquatic habitat conditions in the lower Klamath and Trinity Rivers under the 
Proposed Action (Alternative 1) and Alternative 2 compared to the No Action Alternative (see 
pages 7-61 to 7-77, and pages 7-87 to 7-100, respectively). 

Chapter 8, “Biological Resources – Terrestrial” of the Draft EIS discusses potential changes to 
riparian terrestrial habitat in the lower Klamath and Trinity River Region under the Proposed 
Action (Alternative 1) and Alternative 2 compared to the No Action Alternative (see pages 8-39 
to 8-40, and pages 8-41 to 8-43, respectively). 

The effects mentioned in this comment are not associated with actions taken by Reclamation 
since 2002 to reduce fish die-off, but may be affected by future flows under the action 
alternatives. Reclamation has committed to a robust monitoring and research program as detailed 
in Chapter 2, “Description of Alternatives” of the Draft EIS on pages 2-5 to 2-9 to understand the 
effects on the Trinity River and lower Klamath River.  

MEN-4: In the North Coast Region, as of February 15, 2016, marijuana cultivators with 2,000 
square feet or more of cannabis are required to enroll in a water quality regulatory program 
(Order R1-2015-0023) with the North Coast Regional Water Quality Control Board. 
Additionally, smaller operations or operations with similar environmental effects, where there is 
a threat to water quality, may be directed to enroll under the Order.  

Please refer to Master Response “General Comment.” 

MEN-5: Please refer to Master Response “General Comment.” 

MEN-6: Chapter 5, “Surface Water Quality” of the Draft EIS discusses changes in water 
temperatures in the lower Klamath and Trinity River Region under the Proposed Action 
(Alternative 1) and Alternative 2 as compared to the No Action Alternative (see pages 5-33 to 5-
51, and pages 5-66 to 5-83, respectively). Changes in water temperature are analyzed in 
comparison to the relevant temperature standards.  

Chapter 7, “Biological Resources – Fisheries” of the Draft EIS discusses potential changes to 
fish and aquatic resources in the lower Klamath and Trinity Rivers under the Proposed Action 
(Alternative 1) and Alternative 2, compared to the No Action Alternative (see pages 7-58 to 7-77 
and pages 7-86 to 7-100, respectively). 

MEN-7: Chapter 15, “Consultation, Coordination and Compliance” of the Draft EIS summarizes 
completed, ongoing, and anticipated efforts associated with the preparation of this EIS. The 
section titled Public Review Process in the Final EIS Chapter 1, “Introduction” discusses the 
public review process following the release of the Draft EIS, including public hearing 
information. Reclamation and its consultants have the necessary expertise to analyze 
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environmental effects from the proposed action and alternatives. Please refer to Chapter 17, “List 
of Preparers” in the Draft EIS. 

MEN-8: Please refer to Master Response “Scientific Support for Flow Augmentation” and 
Master Response “Rules and Regulations for Water Operations of the Alternatives.” 

MEN-9: Please refer to the response to comment for MEN-6.  

MEN-10: Please refer to Master Response “General Comment.” 

MEN-11: Chapter 2, “Description of Alternatives” of the Draft EIS describes that both action 
alternatives include monitoring and research actions to further scientific understanding of 
causative factors of Ich infection and outbreak in the lower Klamath River. Table 2-3 of the 
Draft EIS identifies potential key scientific questions and related research and monitoring efforts 
to support hypothesis and conceptual model development (see page 2-9). As described in the 
Draft EIS Table 2-3, Reclamation will consider the potential inadvertent or unanticipated adverse 
effects of the action that may require monitoring, such as premature entry of fall-run Chinook 
Salmon from the ocean that are attracted by asynchronous cueing. The boat-dance flows 
referenced in this comment are not related to the action alternatives to reduce fish die-offs in the 
lower Klamath River. Any cumulative effects may be detected in the monitoring and research 
efforts, and adjustments may be made to the flows released to reduce fish die-off. 

MEN-12: Chapter 2, “Description of Alternatives” of the Draft EIS describes the monitoring and 
research efforts associated with the action alternatives, including both essential monitoring 
actions (e.g., monitoring required to measure the flow augmentation component triggers, such as 
Ich infestation level) as well as additional monitoring and research actions. Table 2-2 of the Draft 
EIS identifies additional monitoring and forecasting actions that may be conducted as part of the 
Proposed Action to inform refinement of flow augmentation trigger criteria. As described in 
Draft EIS Table 2-2, Reclamation will monitor adult salmon pathology by sampling for 
infectivity at hatcheries. 

MEN-13: Please refer to the response to comment for MEN-11. 

MEN-14: Please refer to Master Response “Scientific Support for Flow Augmentation” and 
Master Response “Rules and Regulations for Water Operations of the Alternatives.” 

MEN-15: Please refer to Master Response “General Comment.” 
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Comments from Public Hearings and Responses 

This section contains transcripts of the Draft EIS public hearing held on November 9, 2016 (as 
described in Chapter 1, “Introduction” of this Final EIS), as listed in Table 3-8. Attendees 
provided independent comments during the hearing.  

  




